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International Conference
Organizer: European Association for Japanese Studies
Sponsor: Japan Society for the Promotion of Science (Kaken-hi)
Date: 27th to 30th, August, 2014
Venue: University of Ljubljana, Slovenia
Chair: Eiji Takemura (Professor, School of Asia 21, Kokushikan Univerisity)
Panel: Hiroyuki Eto (Professor, Tohoku University)
　　   Takayuki Ito (Professor, International Research Center for Japanese Studies)
現在継続中の科学研究費補助金事業（課題名：「考証学・言語の学、そして近代知性－近代的学問
の「基体」としての漢学の学問方法」＜課題番号25370093 ＞）、ならびに東京大学東洋文化研究所
個別課題「中国古代テクスト研究と西欧のフィロロギー－18世紀日本の文献学的・書誌学的学問
方法の比較研究」の中心的課題の一つである日本漢学の考証学的・文献学的達成についての研究が、
ヨーロッパ日本研究協会（European Association for Japanese Studies）に採択され、同学会の国際
研究大会において報告の機会をいただいた。以下に報告題目、報告者名、abstract等を付記する。
Overall abstract (Takemura):
Much research has already been done on Tokugawa Confucianism, predominantly on 
Japanese scholars’  study of Song Neo-Confucian (Shushigaku) cosmology and philosophy, but, 
inadequate attention has so far been paid to an important element of Japanese Confucianism; that 
is, to an aspect of scholarly development that may be termed ‘evidential research’ .   Many Japanese 
historians still believe that the historical research in Japan started at the time when the Rankean 
methods were “imported” to Japan in the Meiji period (1868-1911), though such historians of 
modern Japan as Shigeno Yasutsugu (1827-1910) and Kume Kunitake (1839-1931) identified the 
root of Japanese evidence-based historical research in late-Edo to Bakumatsu Confucian evidential 
scholarship (Kangaku), and the recent scholars such as Sato Masayuki and Margaret Mehl have 
touched upon this.
In fact, the modern evidential scholarship in Japan evolved from the scholarly developments 
in the mid-Tokugawa period, namely, a substantial advancement in classical philology (and/or 
‘textual criticism’ ), historical chronology, ritual studies, and linguistic approaches to texts, all of 
which are crucially important genres of modern historical research.  These developments initially 
owed a great deal to the scholars of Ken'en (Sorai) and ‘classicist’ (Kogaku-ha) schools in the late-
seventeenth and early eighteenth centuries, which was further advanced by independent evidential 
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scholars of the second-half of the eighteenth century who vigorously adopted the increasingly 
influential Qing (1644-1911) evidential scholarship (清代考拠學), that saw a massive evolution in 
Qianlong (乾隆) and Jiaqing (嘉慶) periods.  On the other hand, it was such a remarkable book as
『七經孟子考文』compiled by Yamanoi and Nemoto (published in 1731) that decisively set the 
direction of Qing China empiricism in the eighteenth century.  So, it was indeed an intellectual 
exchange between the both sides of East China Sea that enhanced the massive evolution of 
evidential scholarship in East Asia.  The Bakumatsu evidential Confucianism helped develop the 
scholarly foundations of such influential Meiji intellectuals as Kume Kunitake, Nishi Amane, and 
even Nakamura Masanao, usually considered a Shushigakusha, who played a critical role in their 
absorption of new knowledge.  Further, this scholarly foundation remained influential as 
methodological ‘basso continuo’ even among the historians of the late-twentieth century.
The panel comprises a language and philological studies specialist with profound knowledge 
of c.18th German philologists such as F.A. Wolf and A. Boeckh, a Sinologist specialising in Qing 
China empiricist scholarship, and a Japanese intellectual historian.  The chair would like to assert 
that this would probably be the first occasion in this field that the mid-to-late Edo language and 
philological scholarship is to be studied in depth by well-informed academics of these respective 
disciplinary backgrounds in comparative perspective, that involves some least-known rare 
historical and antiquarian materials only available in Japan.
Abstract (Takemura):  The mid-to-late Tokugawa philology and empiricism
The text study methods that embraced meticulously detailed philological and bibliographical 
research, and the study of pre-Han language - words, grammatical structure, and phonetics peculiar 
to the ancient Chinese - evolved in the first half of the c.18th in Japan.  Amongst them, Yamanoi 
Kanae, Nemoto Bui, and Dazai Shundai, the Sorai disciples, Ito Togai of Kogaku-ha, and Nakai 
Riken were the key figures.  Standard of philological studies improved dramatically in Japan in the 
second half of that century, thanks largely to the massive increase of Ming and Qing Confucian 
texts through which the Japanese scholars further reinforced their exegesis.
Meticulously detailed the Qing philologists’ text critique might have been, the scholars in 
China seldom openly casted doubt over the ‘originality’ of such classical texts as 論語, 詩 and 書. 
This scholarly attitude is arguably contrastive to, for instance, Ito Jinsai’s denial of Chu His’s 
assertion of 大学 and 中庸 as Confucius’ own work, and his detailed text critique of 論語, and 
Nakai Riken’s critical examination of 今文 and 古文尚書 texts that embraced highly ‘objective’ text 
critique that is comparable to the critique of classical Greek texts by Giambattista Vico of c.17th 
and August Boeckh of c.19th in Europe.
Intellectual history of Tokugawa Japan infer the significance of Neo-Confucian scholarship (
朱子学 in particular) that helped develop the modern intellectual foundations in Japan.  However, 
no study of these fields has as yet revealed which specific elements of the Confucian text study 
had helped develop intellectual foundations and in what specific way.  The presenter will focus 
primarily on Nakai Riken’s study of 尚書, that illustrates elements of in-depth text critique of 
Chinese classics in c.18th Japan.
Abstract (Eto):  Intellectual Parallelism of Kokugaku and Philologie: From Perspectives of 
New Kokugaku Scholars in the Meiji Era
In 17th-century Japan, kangaku and rangaku thrived through rigorous language study, 
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particularly textual interpretation of Chinese and Dutch books. Against such an intellectual trend, a 
fierce nativist reaction gained ground as kokugaku movement in 18th-century Japan. With a 
philological and exegetical rigor to examine the original meaning of Japanese classical literature 
and ancient writings, kokugaku scholars insisted on a return to yamatogokoro from foreign 
influence (i.e., karagokoro) in order to identify and appreciate traditional value of Japanese 
mentality and morality. Their inductive method provided a model of language and cultural studies 
for many succeeding generations of scholars. 
Among these kokugaku scholars, the achievement of Motoori Norinaga (1730-1801) deserves 
special attention, who conducted a linguistically-oriented investigation of ancient Japanese thought 
and culture and re-evaluated mononoaware of the ancient Japanese people to refute the claims of 
Chinese influence introduced at a later stage. By means of studying the ancient language and 
literature, Norinaga contrived to understand intuitively the world that the ancient people 
experienced. This attitude parallels the approach of German philologists of the 19th century, which 
we find in the definition of Philologie made by August Boeckh (1785-1867) as Erkennen des 
Erkannten. 
The presenter will 1) examine distinctive features of the kokugaku school of 18th-century 
Japan in the framework of Japanese intellectual history with special emphasis on Norinaga’s 
attitude towards his philological and exegetical approach to the ancient Japanese language and 
culture and 2) examine significant connection between language study and national identity by 
comparing the kokugaku movement of 18th-century Japan with Philologie of 19th-century 
Germany, particularly focusing on perspectives of new Kokugaku Scholars in the Meiji Era.
Abstract (Ito):  The reassessment of the Q’ing scholarship and the Bakumatsu empiricism 
(translation: Takemura)
The Qing empiricism is arguably the culmination of the long, complicated, nonetheless, ever-
lasting evolutionary process of Confucian scholarly methods in China that started roughly in the 
former-Han period (BC2).  It affected the neighboring scholarship that included the one in Japan, 
and was indeed the chief methodological ingredient of the so-called ‘Kyoto China Studies’ (京都支
那学) of modern Japan.
This Qing-derived Kyoto Confucianism had long been taken for granted as ‘standard’ 
Confucian scholarship, and, for this very reason, it tended to have been perceived merely as a 
‘method’ rather than a scholarship that involves philosophy and the study of ideas.  Meiji 
‘philosophers’ such as Inoue Tetsujiro had turned to Sung and Ming Confucianism, for they 
believed that those were more compatible with, or,  familiar to, Western philosophy and the history 
of ideas.
However, the recent studies by Yu Ying-shih, Benjamin A. Elman, Kai-wing Chou, Chen 
Zuwu, and Chang So-an present a different picture.  Further, the recent Japanese intellectual 
currents vividly illustrate the reflection of late-Ming scholarly achievements within Qing 
empiricism, elements of peculiar Confucian metaphysics that are different from those of Sung and 
early-Ming, and even inclination toward pragmatism among Qing scholars that has until recently 
been considered rather alien to the empiricist scholarship of the era.  The presenter would rather 
argue that the stereotypical image of Qing empiricism is the projected perception that was 
envisaged by the Meiji empiricist scholars.
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さらにつづけて、2014年9月2 ～ 3日には、ケンブリッジ大学にて、科研費国際研究集会を、ピー
ター・F・コーニツキー同大学ロビンソン・カレッジ副学寮長と共同で開催した。報告者、報告題
目は以下のとおり。
International Study Session
Confucian and Other Sources of Evidential Research in East Asia
Organizers: Eiji Takemura (Professor, School of Asia 21, Kokushikan University)
　　　　    Peter F. Kornicki (Vice Warden, Robinson College, Cambridge University)
Sponsor: Japan Society for the Promotion of Science (Kaken-hi)
Date: 2nd to 3rd, September, 2014
Venue: Robinson College, Cambridge University
Tuesday, 2 September
〔each session comprises 50min. presentation and 20min. discussion〕
10:30– 11:40 Okawa Makoto
  ‘An evidential study of ‘ancient Japan’ in the Tokugawa period:
  The case of Arai Hakuseki’
  「近世日本における古代日本の考証―新井白石の所説を中心として―」
  Discussants:  Peter F. Kornicki, Miyata Jun
11:50 – 12:50 Lunch
12:50 – 14:00 Miyata Jun
  ‘Koda Shigetomo and the evolution of historiography in modern Japan:
  The incorporation of traditional scholarship and the modern historical methods’
  「幸田成友（1873-1954）の歴史研究法 ―知的基盤の整理を通じて―」
  Discussants:  Sato Masayuki, Okawa Makoto
14:30 – 17:30 Archival research @ Needham Institute
19:00 – 21:00 Dinner
Wednesday, 3 September
10:30 – 11:40 Ozaki Jun’ichiro
  ‘The Qingdai Wupai（淸代吳派）and their study of Shangshu (尚書)’
  「清代呉派の尚書学について」
  Discussants:  Ito Takayuki, Takemura Eiji
11:50 – 12:50 Lunch
12:50 – 14:00 Sato Masayuki
  ‘The Transformation of the concept of history (歴史) in 19th century Japan’
   「19世紀日本における『歴代之史としての歴史』から『ヒストリーとし
ての歴史』への移行」
  Discussants:  Miyata Jun, Ozaki Jun’ichiro
14:30 – 17:30 Inspection of Aoi Collection, Cambridge University Library
